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	Comments



Summary and Position
Voltus supports NPRR1348 and its request for Urgent status. Voltus supports timely development of a reliable, implementable mechanism that allows privately financed resources to mitigate a defined portion of the curtailment exposure of a Provisional Controllable Load Resource (PCLR), while preserving ERCOT’s ability to operate the system securely. Voltus also supports the October 6, 2026 comments of Luminary Strategies, LLC, which explain how Telemetry Offset works in Real-Time and why it benefits the grid. As described in Google’s comments on October 30, 2026, an effective interconnection framework “[leverages] on-site and offsite flexibility for both speed to power and greater grid reliability”.
The Benefits of Telemetry Offsets
“Bring your own capacity” (BYOC) is an arrangement in which a Large Load relies on grid power under normal conditions, while capacity from co-located or nearby assets responds during periods of system stress. In PJM, those accredited assets can be netted against the load’s withdrawals because they relieve the same constraint where it occurs, even if they are not within the load’s fenceline.
The Telemetry Offset detailed in NPRR1348 applies the BYOC principle to PCLRs. Under today’s Batch rules, SCED evaluates the full band between LPC and MPC as curtailable PCLR flexibility, even when a battery or load at the same Resource Node is ready and able to relieve the constraint. NPRR1348 lets the QSE raise the PCLR’s telemetered LPC, one-for-one, by the verified capacity of a paired Resource. Physical proximity or location on grid topography provides the shift-factor equivalence that makes the substitution defensible. Added benefits of this BYOC arrangement are as follows:
· Speed to power. A Google-sponsored paper found that a 500 MW data center combining a flexible connection with BYOC can reach full operation in roughly two years, three to five years faster than traditional interconnection. Telemetry Offset gives PCLRs the same pathway in ERCOT, with a bounded and financeable residual curtailment obligation and, as Luminary notes from the Aurora modeling, advance preparation time before any residual exposure arrives.
· Financial responsibility remains with the load. The same study found BYOC would “mitigate new system buildout and shift remaining costs onto the data center.” Telemetry Offset also accomplishes this by giving a large load a commercial reason to finance co-located storage and generation at the constrained location, rather than relying on other ratepayers or on open-ended curtailment of its own load.
· Maintaining visibility for ERCOT. As the NPRR notes, only 22 of more than 190 GW of conditionally approved Batch Zero load elected early energization, while roughly 75 GW is being pursued entirely off-grid. Every MW of firming capital that goes off-grid is lost to ERCOT’s visibility and scarcity response. NPRR1348 keeps that capital inside SCED, and with more eligible technologies competing to firm large loads, costs fall and Texas becomes a more attractive place to build.
This matters beyond individual projects. A workable framework can encourage large-load customers to finance large-scale storage assets rather than relying solely on isolated, behind-the-meter or off-grid solutions. Those assets can remain visible to ERCOT, support reliability when available, and retain value to the wider market after transmission upgrades are completed.
The Resource Pair definition should allow different QSEs and Load participation
Proposed Section 2.1 defines a Telemetry Offset Resource Pair as “a Provisional Controllable Load Resource (PCLR) and a Generation Resource (excluding Intermittent Renewable Resources (IRRs)) or Energy Storage Resource (ESR) that is managed by the same Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE), located at the same Resource Node, distinctly metered …, and formally designated by ERCOT pursuant to Section 16.5.6.” Voltus supports the same-Resource-Node, distinct-metering, and ERCOT-designation elements, which supply the physical equivalence and verification the mechanism needs. Voltus respectfully disagrees with two other limits.
Paired capacity should be allowed to come from a different QSE. The offset rests on node location and metered, verifiable capacity, not on a shared QSE. A same-QSE rule confines a PCLR to developers that happen to share its QSE and shuts out independent batteries and generators already at the node, which narrows competition and raises the cost of firming. A cross-QSE pair can meet the same standards: both QSEs attest in the Section 16.5.6 designation; the paired Resource’s QSE provides telemetry of its available capacity; capacity cannot support more than one pair or any Ancillary Service award at the same time; and ERCOT’s ex-post verification applies unchanged.
Loads should be eligible as paired capacity. Voltus supports the ideal of an “energy campus” as described in Google’s October 30, 2026 comments: a physical footprint in which PCLRs (or other large loads) provide net new assets that are visible and controllable at the Resource Node. A curtailable load at the same Resource Node, including aggregated demand response, relieves the same constraint as energy storage or generation assets. This is the core of BYOC. Demand-side capacity is also among the fastest to deploy; a load aggregation can be stood up in just a few months. Excluding loads leaves this capacity unable to serve the PCLRs that need it. Load-based pairs can carry the same guardrails: one-for-one backing verified by metered reduction, automatic reduction of the offset when that capacity falls, and the EEA response. The lack of Real-Time visibility on each distinct resource is compensated by the fact that ERCOT maintains aggregation-level visibility on the node, and can confirm load response using meter data after the fact.
Recommendation
Voltus recommends that ERCOT prioritize NPRR 1348 and asks that revisions to the Telemetry Offset definition be incorporated based on the above comments, with conforming changes to Sections 16.5.6, 3.8.9, and Form AA.
We request that these comments inform the November Large Load Working Group (LLWG) discussion and subsequent Protocol Revision Subcommittee (PRS) consideration. We encourage ERCOT and stakeholders to maintain momentum toward an operational attribution solution, with a transparent process for identifying unresolved technical questions, comparing design alternatives, and advancing workable Protocol language.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None.
	Revised Proposed Protocol Language


None.
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